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DESCRIPTIVE REPORTTO ACCOMPANY TOPOGRAPHIC SHEET " ¢ " MANHASSET BAY
LONG ISLAND SOUND, NEW YORK, PROJECT H&T # 186,

Authority
.This survey was exeouted under authority of Directors orders dated
June 13, 1934, The field work was done during July and August 1934,

Loocality.

This sheet is a survey of the H.W. detail around Manhasset Bay, New
York, It joins topographic sheet B, done by this party in 1934, on the west
and topographic sheet T 6027, done by party of H.A.Cotton, 1933, on the east.

Control. . ) . .

The triengulation in Manhasset Bay was estaeblished by this party by
running a spur line of iriangulation from Basic lines of the 1932 Priangula=
tione This triangulation was of better than third order accuracy. Other trian-
gulation was that of 1932 and other foast & Geodetic Survey parties. Supplement-
al control was established by the usual topographic methods.

Methods employed.
Standardmethods were employed throughout this survey. All signals

ware built and located by means of at least three intersecting ocuts before

any shoreline traverses were run with the exception of about 1 mile betwsen
the western edge of the sheet and station Kingspoint. This short traverse for
control was necessary because of the nature of the topography which precluded
any possibility: of getting three intersecting cuts. However as many cuta as
possible, either one or twoas the case may be were taken to all the signals
in this short stretch before the shoreline was run so that as meny cheoks

as posaible waere furnished and used. In this area at least 1 cut was taken to
all signals from triangulation stvation Kingapoint. This traverse was run from
the eastern limit of sheet B to station Kingspoint end there was no traverss
epror. The remainder of the signals on this sheet were all located by means
of at least 3 intersecting cuta from trisngulation stations or previously
located topographic stations. There were no triangles of error encountered on
this sheet and except as noted above there were no traverses for control.

No discrepancies were noted. .

General, comparison with chart etc,, dangers.

In general this survey agrees fairly well w1th the shoreline a8 charted
but shows the high water line in greater detail. This is not surprising due
to the constant building up of this area as a summer resort and yachting centie.
It should be borne in mind that any rocks shown on the boat sheets should not be
charted but should be disregarded as no rocks were sketched and every rook
shown on the smooth sheets and boat sheets has a topographic or hydrographic
location. As the air photographs are now in the process of compilation no detail
behinE‘the high water line is shown, The only dangers in this area are the rocks
located and shown on the topo. sheet. These dre too numerous to mention-as this
is a rocky area but it is believed that all the rocks previously charted were
verified and ,eny new ones located.
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Landmarks, alr photo control p01nts atc.

A list of the landmarks for chart&ng is attached hesetos. Form
524, descriptions of recoverable hydro. or topo. stations are also made
up and forwarded. All these described topo stations are suitable for air
photbfbbntrol points, A1l the v. S. Engineers stetions in this area were
searched “for- and“those- found were either. located by traangulation or. topos
graphic methods ‘arid -shown “on- the sheets ‘and .in ‘the’ recordss .. . "+ .

He - S.'?ivWSI‘:\.ﬁﬁ“].a—ing;. Sux‘:&ey;or P
Use Se Comst & Geodetic Survey.
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Desoriptive reporit and sheet verified and aocepted

[.. Bi- -Rittenburgs Lieutss -
soast & Geodetie Survey,
Jhief of.Party,



Form 567 . PivisioN oF CHARTS, FILE No.

Rev. Jan., 1933
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

LJ. S. CoAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY

6109
LANDMARKS FOR CHARTS

—_3te George, Staten Tsland, NaYe
___ QOctober 16, 1934 ‘ 193

Director, U, 8. Coast AND GEODETIC SURVEY :

.The following determined objects ave prominent, can be readily distinguished from seaward from the
description given below, and should be charted.

I. E., Rittenburg
Chief of Party.
POSITION
' METHOD | .
DESCRIPTION LATITUDE LONGITUDE OF DETER- AEEECR:II:ED
paTum  MINATION
e ! D. M. METERS @ ! D. P. METERS

__Tank, Gt, Neek(1.2,3) /40 48 [485,2 (78 43 [1103.0 |Ne A. Trian| 223, 1213
__Tank, Mephasset(1e2¢3140 47 |194,7 |73 42 [1317.3 Trian| 223, 1213

—VWeathervano—Jre—HeSe

__at Port Wash., { 3') (40 49 !1566,2 |73 41 [1141.6 Trian| 223
—Gupela on Grammar
__School, Pt, Wash ( 3 ) 40 50; 493 |73 41 [1147 Topo 223
Tank Airport ( 3 ) 40 50 29644 T3 42 75345 Trien | 223
3)
—_Cupala_Sands Pt.(ﬁluh 40 50 |133.,4 143 43 [1023.9 Trian 228

A list of objects carefully selected becsuse of their value as landmarks ns determined from seaward together with
individual descriptions, must be furhished in a special report on this form, and & cony of such report must be attached by
the Chief of Party to his descriptive report.

The selection, determination, and description of these points are an important factor in the value of the chart. T.and-
marks selected at appropriate Intervals can be clearly charted. Towever, when none Is outstanding, a group of two or three
objects may by their interrelationship previde positive indentification. A group so selected should be indieated.

The description of each objJect should be short, but such as will clearly identify it; for example, a standpipe, elevated
tank, gas tank, church spire, tall stack, red chimney, radio mast, etc. Assign numerals to landmarks to indicate: (1) off-
shore, (2) Inshore, (8) harbor, 1, 2, 8 would be a mark useful on all charts. Generally, flagstaffs and like objects are not
sufficiently permanent to chart. I B, GOYERRMENT FRINTZNG OFPICE: 1930



Section of Field BRecords

REVIEW OF TQPOGRAPHIC SURVEY NO. 6108 (1934)

Manhassett Bay, Long Island Sound, New York
' Surveyed: July - Aungust, 1934
Instmictions dated: June 13, 1934 (I. E. Rittenburg)

Plane Table Survey Alumirvum Mounted

Chief of Party: I. E. Rittepburg.
Surveyed bHy: A. O. Dority - R. S. Spaulding.
Inked by: R. S. Spaulding.

1.

2.

Conditionn of Records.

The records conform ta the requirements of the Topogrephic Manmal,
with the following exceptions:

a. Rocks awash are described by notes indfcating them to be awash
at 1/4 tide, 1/2 tide, ete. The requirement. is that the height
of swch rocks above low water, be given.

b. Three rocks described as bare 2 f£t. at M. H. ¥. in lat. 40°49.3',
long. 73°43.3' and shown with rock awash syrbols, were changed
to bare rocks to conform with accepted methods of showing such
features.

Complisnce with Instmctions for the Project.

The ayrvey complies with the inmstructions.

Jurction with Contemporary Surveys.

Satisractory junetion was made with T-6110 (1934). There is an over-
lap of about 3/4 mile in the junction with T-6027 (1933). This junc-
tion is good except for a small section in lat. 40°50.15', lomg.
73°43.80"' where the shore appsars to have built out about 20 m. since
1933 dque to the construction of a ses wall.

Comparison with Prior Surveys.
a. T-33 bis (1837).

A comparison of this survey with the present survey shows the
shoreline to have remained substantially the seme asg in 1837 ex-
cept for mumerous small docks and occasional yatch basins and
retaining walls which have been constructed. The new survey
shows all rocks which were previously shown, in addition to many
new rocks near shore.
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T-6109 (1934) - 2

b. T-34 (1837).

The agreement in the shoraline: of this survey and the present
gurvey is good except where new construction and dredging have
caused changea. All rocks shown on this survey are verified on
the present miTvey.

c. T-1515 (1883},

This survey is in good agreement with the present survey except
where new eqnstruction or dredging have takem place. The prior
survey shows a few wrecks which have evidently rotted away or
were removed. All rocks shown on this survey are verified on
the present arrvey.

Field Drafting.

The field inking is satisfactory.

Adgitional Field Work Recommended.

The shoreline detail 1s adequaiely airveyed and no additiopal field
work is required.

Superseding 0ld Surveys.

Insofar as the topography actually included on the present survey is
concerned, it supersedes the following surveys for charting purposes:

T- 33 bis {1837} in parb.
T- 34 (1837} ¢ b
T-1515 (1883} " "

Reviewed by - A. F. Jankowski, February, 1935.

Examined and approved:

C. K. Green,.g{?/.’/%w- /(C.%
Chief, Section of Field Records. Chief, Division of Charts.

Heee

Chief ] Section of Eielm ‘Chief, Division of H. & T.
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w1ey PLAVE TABLE
REVIEW OF -GRAPIHE-CONEROL SURVEY T 4 /09 , SCALE /70 27°-

Date of Review ¢ /6, 7 S
1. This survey hag been reviewed in comnection with Air Photo
Compilation Nos, P=5333 5977 , with particular attention to
the following details:
(a) Projection has been checked in the F:I.eld./ 7
(b) Accuracy of location of plane table ocmtrol points./

(o) Discrepancies between detail on this survey and the
air photo compilations listed aboves

(d) Discrepancies found in desoriptions submitted on
Form 524 when ocompared with the eir photo compilations
listed above.

2+ Refer to the reviews and desoriptive reports of air photo ocom~
pilations Nos. T-5333 S5279 , for a more complete discussion of
any errors or dlscrepancies found.

Any material errcrs found on this survey are noted in subsequent
paragrephs of this review; and these have been reported to the Fleld
Records Section and the Cartogrephic Section.

Notes and coryiona resulting from the review are shown on this
survey in green.

M /%, //JJ—-



